INTRODUCTION

Renewing Democracy: The Rise of Green Politics in West Germany
The September 2013 Bundestag election, which reelected Angela Merkel as chancellor, was a clear defeat for the Green Party. Alliance 90/The Greens (henceforth the Greens) fared far better than the Free Democratic Party (FDP), which failed even to score the five percent of the vote required for representation in parliament, but still fell from 10.7 percent to 8.4 percent, losing five of their sixty-eight seats in parliament. Since in March of that same year, surveys had shown their support at 17 percent, this disappointing result forced Jürgen Trittin, the leader of the parliamentary delegation to step down. 1 In many ways, this perceived electoral debacle marked the end of an era. The former Federal Minister of the Envi ron ment, who had originally joined the party in 1980, told reporters that "a new generation" would have to step forward and lead the party into the 2017 campaign. This statement suggested not only that the Greens' rebellious founding impulse was spent, but also that they had become part of the establishment in the Federal Republic of Germany (FRG), now requiring a reinvigoration of their own. Since the Greens were once expected to be little more than a short-lived byproduct of the social conflicts of the 1970s, a closer look at the party's founding moment at the beginning of the 1980s might shed new light on its current predicament.
Though the Greens remain a small party and have been in the opposition throughout most of their time in parliament, their present travails have been linked to a larger crisis of democracy in the FRG. With the Christian Democrats (CDU/CSU) and Social Democratic Party of Germany (SPD) in another grand coalition, the parliamentary delegations of the Greens and the Left Party are all that remains of the opposition. In the eyes of political scientists party's evolution that was until quite recently the domain of the social sciences has now started to become a topic for a "history of the present." 6 Originating in the controversy over the interpretation of the Third Reich between Martin Broszat and Saul Friedlander, the concept of historicization simply means treating a subject as if it were no longer a part of current events but rather something from the past, amenable to historical research. The adjective "critical" was added to the term in order to indicate that the historicization of the Third Reich was not meant to diminish its atrocities, but rather to analyze them in their temporal setting instead of treating them as part of an eternal present. Thus, historicizing the Green Party means recog nizing its surprising founding and complicated development as a process that occurred in a different time and ought to be explored from an historical perspective, even if the Green Party is very much alive in the current political debates. 7 While building on the existing social science literature, this special issue therefore intends to provide a historical perspective on the development of the Green Party by focusing on five key themes. First, the contributions analyze the scholarly literature on the rise and development of the environmental movement in West Germany. Second, the chapters address the emergence of the Green Party within the broader context of the "soft caesura" of the "transformation of politics" during the 1970s and 1980s. Third, the articles discuss the debate about the new social movements (NSM) in order to determine in what way the Greens were an attempt to institutionalize them. Fourth, the essays take a brief look at the parliamentary record of the Greens as an "anti-party party." Finally, the papers ponder the contribution of the Greens to the more general process of liberalization of the Federal Republic. 8 The editors hope that such a temporal perspective will help make some of the present conflicts and challenges of the Green Party more transparent.
institutional history than many later works. Moreover, they revealed the extent to which the formation of a new political party with a real chance of entering parliament marked an important break with "politics as usual" in the eyes of contemporary observers. Due to the Greens' small parliamentary delegation, not to mention the widespread expectation that they were little more than a passing fad, the nature and the significance of this electoral turning point, however, remained unclear.
Extending into the early 1990s, another wave of studies by political scientists like Herbert Kitschelt and Andrei S. Markovits interpreted the rise of the Greens as part of the political changes that transformed the European Left. Kitschelt's 1989 study The Logics of Party Formation used quantitative analysis to define the green parties of northwestern Europe as "left-libertarian" because they coupled a commitment to social justice with distrust of centralized authority. 10 Markovits and Philip Gorski's important 1993 monograph, The German Left: Red Green, and Beyond, asserted the "greening" of the formerly "red" Left. 11 They viewed the Greens as the descendants of dissidents who left the SPD after 1959 and who, by the 1980s, had re-directed the Left towards a set of new issues and a new political orientation devoted to protecting the most vulnerable members of society.
12 By focusing on the Greens' part in the changes to the Left's character of the Left, these studies opened up important questions about wider political and social changes, as well.
Margit Mayer and John Ely's 1998 volume The German Greens: Paradox between Movement and Party took an important step towards historicizing the Greens by looking at their transformation from protest movement to political party after they entered parliament. 13 Published shortly after the Greens' 1990 election debacle but prior to their time in government, Mayer and Ely's volume continued to see the Greens as a paradoxical political formation, foreign to established parliamentary politics. Other scholars sought to classify the heterogeneous Greens in ideological terms. Though much ink has been spilled about the conflicts between "realos" and "fundis," most authors have placed the Greens on the political Left. While Joachim Raschke catalogues the Greens' various factions, he argues that "the party as a whole, not just a specific current, is to be classified as left-ecological." In fact, on a diagram of German political parties from left to right, the Greens are placed significantly further left than the SPD. 14 mination to take up the FDP's mantle as the party of individual liberties have drawn attention to less radical dimensions of the Greens. 15 Silke Mende's comprehensive 2011 study, which argues that various currents that flowed together late in the 1970s to form the "founding Greens," therefore represents an important advance in the historiography. 16 Mende explains the ways in which not only leftists but also conservatives of various stripes played an important part in shaping the Green project during the late 1970s and early 1980s. In so doing, she shows how such disparate tendencies could co-exist within the same party, and thus opens the door to consideration of the Greens as a model for the sort of "post-ideological politics" that Belinda Davis argues has emerged since the 1970s in her contribution to this special issue.
Other commentators on contemporary German politics reconsider the Greens' place within German society as a whole. Markovits explains this relationship succinctly by claiming that the Greens' entrance into the Bundestag was also their entry into the West German establishment. Describing the Greens as "quintessential representatives of the European counterculture," he and his co-author Joseph Klaver argue that since 1983, they have "successfully institutionalized in Germany's mainstream a brand of progressive politics that thirty years ago was at best a fringe phenomenon consumed and followed by politically marginal sects." In his 2007 book, Joschka Fischer and the Making of the Berlin Republic, Paul Hockenos similarly places the Greens at the heart of the important political developments that led to the creation of a peaceful, democratic, and reunited Germany. 17 Far from seeing them as noteworthy but inexplicably "paradoxical," Hockenos asserts that the Greens made an essential contribu tion to the democratization of united Germany.
More recently, Edgar Wolfrum's impressive 2013 study of the Red-Green coalition under Chancellor Schröder describes the Greens' first foray into government at the national level. His emphasis on the split between fundamentalists and pragmatists in Rot-Grün an der Macht enmeshes the Greens' history into the Federal Republic's process of becoming a normal national state. 18 Wolfrum em pha sizes the transformative effects of the changes-from the Harz IV welfare reform to the first Bundeswehr deployment-that the Schröder-Fischer government was compelled to authorize. While these decisions cannot be attributed primarily to the Greens, they made them "a key party in the political landscape of the Federal Republic" because they could "enter coalitions with the Left and the Right." In his impressive synthesis, Ulrich Herbert clearly links the Greens and their brand of generational protest politics to the larger trajectory of expanding participation and liberalization of the political culture in the Federal Republic. 19 Not only are the Greens starting to appear in histories of the Federal Republic, their contributions are also considered essential for the broadening of participation in its democracy.
One of the tasks of future research, then, is to investigate the Greens' relationship to these developments in order to ascertain more clearly their role as a product or promoter of Germany's transformation. Their sudden rise in the late 1970s and their disproportionate influence thereafter were made possible by a more general transformation of politics in terms of values, life-styles, and involvement. Frank Bösch sees the shift from conventional parties towards networks, mobilization, and postmaterialism as a media-driven process that affected the entire political spectrum. 20 By looking more closely at the emergence of green politics within a broader context, the papers assembled here show that widespread identification with green concerns is evidence not only of the Greens' own influence since 1983, but also of a series of changes since the 1970s that have made German society as a whole more open to new issues and democratic participation.
The 1970s as Soft Caesura
Thinking about the ways that the Greens have been involved in the democratization and normalization of the Federal Republic requires placing the party's emergence into the rapidly developing historiography of the 1970s and 1980s. The Greens' rise, in other words, must be considered alongside other important questions of contemporary history such as value change, the shock of globalization, and the changing nature of democracy and representation. The essays in this special issue show how the Greens' development over the longer term fits into the emerging consensus that the turbulent 1970s mark not so much a "crisis" in and of themselves as a time in "which the seeds of future crises were sown." 21 In the sense that the Greens formed late in the 1970s and arguably made their most significant contributions to German society, policy, and democracy in the last fifteen years, understanding the 1970s as a "soft caesura" that triggered many of the problems of the present, helps illuminate the Greens' place in this transformation. 22 The significance of the soft caesura approach is perhaps most readily apparent in the debate over the socioeconomic changes that occurred throughout Europe and the West since the end of the postwar boom. 23 The first interpretations equated them with the emergence of a wholly new "post-industrial" society. 24 Already in 1969, the French sociologist Alain
Touraine described the emergent postindustrial society as one in which "economic decisions and struggles no longer possess either the autonomy or the central importance they had in an earlier society." Though he acknowledged that postindustrial society is "more 'driven' by economic growth than any other [type of society]," Touraine's insistence that postindustrial society was wholly new and was dominated by problems of alienation rather than exploitation downplayed the persistence of problems linked to industrial society. 25 Yet, debates over off-and on-shoring are a stark reminder that economic decisions and struggles retain a central role in German and European society even if other issues have gained in prominence. A soft caesura approach, drawing on Peter Stearns' conception of a third industrial revolution, suggests that problems of industrial production continue to co-exist with the alienation that Touraine saw as central to postindustrial society. 26 The soft caesura perspective also informs recent studies of politics and ideologies by scholars like Belinda Davis. Whereas Daniel Bell heralded an "end of ideology" as early as 1960, these new analyses broaden our understanding of the way that politics are now conduc ted. 27 Davis's concept of "popular politics," points to the importance of "manifestations of political expression" that occur "outside of formal channels and involv[e] broad populations." 28 By arguing that such acts of expression have "confronted the prevailing limits of legitimate political participation, and served more broadly to redefine 'politics' and democratic participa tion," Davis makes room for meaningful politics outside established structures and beyond the traditional left-right divide. 29 Yet, Davis's conception of the emergence of popular politics should not be seen as a hard break. Indeed, Forging Democracy, Geoff Eley's authoritative history of the European Left since 1850 calls the expansion of democracy the essential focus of leftist politics over the past 150 years. 30 In essence, Davis is describing how that project of democratization has been continued by other means in the postwar period, and particularly since 1968. Samuel Moyn's description of the growing importance achieved by "human rights" as an ideology "bound up with the widespread desire to drop utopia and have one anyway" suggests a more pessimistic reading of postwar political developments. Because human rights advocates are concerned with individual rights rather than the collective good, the replacement of the twentieth century's "grand political visions" by human rights suggests a withering away of collective politics, not unlike that asserted by other critics of activism after 1968. Nevertheless, by seeing human rights as the latest in a series of desired utopias, and as "a motivating ideology in the confusing tumult of 1970s social movements," he offers the concept as a unifying idea within the framework of heterogeneous, postideological politics. 31 In effect, Davis and Moyn are describing the same sort of change from different perspectives. While Moyn sees the adoption of "human rights" rhetoric as tantamount to a retreat from politics, Davis presents "popular politics" as a powerful means of continuing the struggle to expand democracy that is not weighed down by the baggage of earlier ideologies. The Greens' represent an important case in point because the efficacy and direction of their "postideological" politics are a matter of considerable dispute. 32 Indeed, untangling the extent to which Green politics are a means of carrying forward the struggle to expand democracy is an important objective for research aimed at understanding contemporary politics.
Perhaps unsurprisingly, the same sort of soft change has been registered by historians focused on the Greens' marquee issue-environmental affairs. Michael Bess has made this point most clearly in his aptly titled The LightGreen Society, which studies French attitudes towards the environment in the postwar period. While Bess notes the emergence of an overwhelming rhetoric of environmental concern since the 1970s, he concludes that French society remains merely "light-green," since the French have not fully devoted themselves to environmentalism in practice despite their powerful rhetoric. 33 Similarly, the leading environmental historian J.R. McNeill concludes an essay on the global environmental movement since the 1970s by pointing out that while environmental concerns seem to flourish in the "anxiety vacuum" that results "when security seems assured and the economic pie is growing," they recede from focus at other times. He concludes that only an environmental catastrophe has the power to really focus concern on environmental issues. 34 Frank Uekötter emphasizes that even in Germany, home to Mülltrennung and the Energiewende, it is important to keep in mind the distinction between Bess' "light green" society and a "deep green" commitment to the environment, which would require radical changes to society and the economy. The fact that all of the FRG's major parties have adopted some environmental values and even promoted various reforms, but no fundamental transformation of German society is in sight, suggests that environmental protection can be considered as devoid of a grand political vision as human rights. While Markovits and Klaver's contribution to the present issue makes clear the global salience of what they have deemed the "Green brand," their essay, too, implicitly points out the tension between identification with environmental ideas on the one hand, and the incomplete adoption of ecological practices on the other.
Another area of necessary research is therefore this discrepancy between the breadth and depth of environmentalism, which has been a core issue for the development of Green politics since the 1970s. Even as environmental protection has become increasingly accepted across the German political spectrum, the deep ecology of the Greens' "fundi" wing has disappeared from politics altogether. The result seems to be an environmentalism that is omnipresent, but moderate and often devoid of significant social and economic consequences. It still needs to be explained how general environmental concern has spread since the 1970s through the media, social networking, and protest actions, becoming a social consensus that in moments of drama like the 2011 Fukushima nuclear accident in Japan could induce a conservative-liberal coalition to adopt a policy of shutting down nuclear power. How is it possible that at the same time German society remains in strict opposition to speed limits on the Autobahn?
New Social Movements
For quite some time scholars have placed the Greens' roots in the context of the so-called new social movements of the 1970s. Markovits and Gorski perhaps best articulate this conception of the Greens' family tree in The German Left. Their account traces the party's genealogy from dissenters who left the Social Democratic Party after the passage of the moderate Godesberg Program in 1959 and the exclusion of the radical youth organization Sozialistischer Deutscher Studentenbund (SDS) in 1961, to the student movement, and finally to the new social movements of the 1970s. From these movements, they argue, emerged the local-and state-level Green electoral lists that immediately preceded the formation of a united Green Party at the federal level. 36 Political developments in the 1970s play a pivotal part in this conception of the Greens' history, due particularly to its close focus on the Left. For youthful activists, the dissolution of the SDS in 1970 induced a widespread malaise that led to a further splintering of the movement. While some activists famously turned to "lifestyle" issues, others devoted their energy to the formation of dogmatic and ideologically narrow Communist parties (the so-called "K-Groups"). 37 The moderate reformers returned to the SPD, while yet other groups participated in the new social movements. The smallest yet best known faction turned to political violence, forming the Red Army Faction and other terrorist groups. 38 This divergence of political styles and approaches-frequently juxtaposed to the supposedly monolithic socialist "Old Left"-caused both 1970s activists and later scholars to ponder what had become of "the Left." The Greens' emergence at the end of the decade, and the entrance of hardliners from the K-Groups, alternative lifestyle activists, and SPD dissidents into the party once again allowed green politics to become synonymous with leftist politics.
The present issue reconsiders this widespread theory of the Greens' rise that links the party so closely with the Left. The term new social movements is typically considered to comprise a set of "single-issues movements" including the women's movement, the peace movement, and the environmental movement, among others. More recent research, however, has begun to take more seriously the links between these various movements in terms of both political concerns and personnel. Stephen Milder's contribution, for example, explains how even at the grassroots level, anti-nuclear protesters-many of whom were political conservatives and CDU supporters-closely associated their concerns about nuclear energy with economic issues and democracy matters. He also shows how local antinuclear protests brought together people from across the political spectrum and from different parts of society on the basis of these sorts of widespread and adaptable concerns. 39 Belinda Davis also explores the relationship between the new social movements' internal heterogeneity and the founding of the West German Greens. She follows the biographies of individual activists, particularly those who came from the earlier "New Left," in order to provide evidence of their concerns about many different issues and the ways that they conceived of their activism-whether primarily directed at environmental affairs, peace, or women's rights-as a means of addressing a larger set of interconnected issues. Thus, Davis posits an important transformation in these activists' thinking that occurred after the dissolution of the student movement and before the formation of the Greens, calling it somewhat surprisingly an "anti-ideological" politics. Although Davis shows clear links in terms of personnel between the student movement and the "founding Greens," she also sees these as two significantly different projects. The Greens are not simply a continuation of the West German New Left by other means, but rather their very emergence is an invitation to rethink the meaning of the Left-Right divide in contemporary politics.
Finally, Sarah Summers explores the impact of the new feminism on the Greens, which is omnipresent in the party's appearance but all too rarely examined. The frustration of activists with the only modest responsiveness of the parliamentary process to women's concerns pushed many feminists into a more radical autonomous activism. Their encounter groups, bookshops, Kinderläden, and safe houses created an infrastructure populated by
committed individuals who were often also concerned about the degradation of the environment or fearful of nuclear war. 40 As a result many of the early Greens were feminists, and the party was the first to insist on complete parity of leadership and Bundestag representation. It was no accident that the first charismatic leader of the party was a woman, namely Petra Kelly. Once again, the feminist project was highly political, but its agenda cut across the established divisions in the party politics of the Federal Republic.
Taken together, these contributions on the new social movements of the 1970s raise new research questions on the ways in which the NSMs served as a site for the rethinking of ideologies and the formulation of new modes of political praxis. They emphasize the heterogeneity of movements that included veterans of the student revolt, as well as rural vintners, and that could draw on their protagonists' practical concerns about their livelihoods, as well as their will to change the world. Perhaps most poignantly, these contributions reveal a bitter disenchantment with established political parties and with "politics as usual." By doubting governing politicians and established political practices rather than rejecting them outright, NSM activists created a new space only partially outside liberal democracy within which Green politics were able to develop.
The Anti-Party Party
It was precisely such a sweeping rethinking of political means and ends that allowed for the formation of the Green Party from a wide cross-section of activist groups, pre-existing minor parties, and concerned citizens at decade's end. Nevertheless, this convergence was more than simply an alliance of convenience, engineered to overcome German electoral law's "five percent hurdle." Instead, a shared set of political values and common concerns about the direction of German society allowed for meaningful political cooperation between diverse groupings and actors. In this sense, it is necessary to see beyond the presumed left-right divide in order to understand the Greens' formation and their place within the changing political landscape. Similarly, while the Greens clearly had their doubts about the entire system of parliamentary politics, their approach to participating in electoral campaigns revealed a deep-seated commitment to grassroots democracy. At bottom, in other words, the Greens' had both a collective vision and a collective approach to politics.
In her contribution, Silke Mende explains how such a heterogeneous spectrum of people and groups came together in opposition to West Ger-many's postwar consensus, but in-line with the broader changes taking place across the Federal Republic during the 1970s. "The early German Greens were deeply convinced that new questions and challenges needed new political answers that moved beyond traditional categories and apparently antiquated ideas." Mende insightfully identifies the common core of the Greens' approach to politics-a commonality that has too frequently been overlooked by previous scholars focused on ideological differences precisely because it is alien to traditional political categories and ideas. 41 The notion that the Greens' convergence marked the emergence of a new politics was tested as soon as they entered the Bundestag, where they encountered the West German political establishment. Mende's article follows the Greens through this transition, revealing how the party adapted to the Bundestag, but also how it engendered new approaches to important political topics, particularly integration, as well as social and labor policy. Most importantly, however, she sees the Greens as initiating changes to political praxis within the Bundestag, reflecting the formation and actions of the new social movements during the 1970s. First, the party's emergence was a product of a changing conception of the political that allowed for collaboration across presumed cleavages. Second, the Greens' position in parliament, even as a minor opposition party, allowed them to articulate this shift in political style within the Bundestag, and thus to attempt to bring changes that had emerged at the grassroots to bear on high politics.
Focused on the career of the Greens' leading figure during the early 1980s, Saskia Richter's contribution on Petra Kelly reinforces the stark difference between Green politics outside and within the Bundestag. Richter shows how Kelly herself emerged as a party leader between 1980 and 1983 due to her links with the NSMs in the Federal Republic as well as her international contacts. Yet, after entering parliament, Kelly quickly found herself "without basis in the Bundestag." Thus, Kelly's biography helps to reveal the importance of the Greens' adaptation to the conditions in which they had to act in parliament, and also the extent to which the ways of doing politics that developed out of the movements of the 1970s could not always stand up to the challenges of working within the structures of parliamentary democracy. 42 Friederike Brühöfener's essay on the peace movement suggests that the Greens' entrance into parliament did not mean the end of the new social movements. In fact, as she shows, the peace movement itself continued to gain support and to take an ever-greater role not just in politics but also in German lives during the early 1980s. Brühöfener's emphasis on the debate over nuclear fear and the broader politics of emotion that accompanied the
peace movement reveals how the same sort of diverse coalitions of activists, including many neophytes to public protest, came together around a new approach to an old concern. In so doing, they too initiated further changes to political praxis through their activism. That an "emotional" version of politics could be considered to have the potential to bring down West German democracy emphasizes the extent to which such new approaches confronted the existing political system, which was premised on a formalistic version of liberal democracy. 43 These contributions, which span the early 1980s covering both the Greens' entrance into parliament and the new social movements that remained outside of the Bundestag, illustrate the Greens' relationship to activism and the political changes of the 1970s and 1980s. While the party's formation can be seen as one product of a larger shift in politics and mentalities that occurred throughout the 1970s, its entrance into parliament and its advocacy work within the Bundestag ought to be understood as catalysts of further political changes. Both were propelled by the concurrent development of the peace movement, which generated a new sort of politics with mass appeal during the early 1980s. 44 At the same time, however, the failure of either the Greens or the NSMs to radically change democratic institutions or to destabilize West German democracy suggests that their novel approach actually had a rather limited effect on the established political system. Yet, the Greens' indirect and long-term impact on the style and agenda of politics raises the question of how significant these transformative impulses turned out to be, and, specifically, if they contributed more to social disaggregation and the ascendancy of neoliberalism or to the shaping of a new collective form of participation.
The Impact of the Greens
In their contribution to this collection, Andrei S. Markovits and Joseph Klaver attribute to the Greens an impressive agenda-setting role in the transformation of West German society, which they describe by reviewing the four pillars of Green politics. The Greens' environmentalism, they argue, has led to Germany's nuclear phase-out and made pro-environmental rhetoric a necessity for politicians from every party. Their feminism has dramatically increased the number of female parliamentarians and has even begun to bring more gender balance to corporate boardrooms. Their advocacy of peace and nonviolence is also readily recognizable in a German state that has rarely committed Bundeswehr troops to international missions. Finally, while they admit that the Greens' concept of grassroots democracy has been changed since they first entered the Bundestag and began adapting to parliamentary work, Markovits and Klaver find that the Greens have sought to promote a more informal style and blaze a more participatory path.
The other contributions to this collection, which are focused on the Greens' emergence during the late 1970s and early 1980s, also shed some light on the later development of green politics and their relationship to democratic praxis. Significantly, they highlight the dynamics by which the important changes to German society and to the Greens themselves were effected. They are a reminder that when the Greens first entered the Bundestag in 1983, they caused concern across the Federal Republic. Already during the campaign, Der Spiegel had confronted Green Party co-chair Rainer Trampert with allegations that the Greens would make the Federal Republic "ungovernable." 45 This concern extended even to the United States, where Reagan administration officials voiced fears that the Greens would destabilize NATO . 46 Yet, the German media quickly realized that this concern was misplaced; the Greens would have little real power in parliament. By the summer of 1983, most domestic reports on the new Fraktion discussed whether or not it would be able to uphold its pledge to conduct itself as a truly "new" party within the Bundestag, not the extent to which it might upend German democracy. 47 Both Mende and Richter's contributions to this collection show the Greens' difficult process of adaptation to parliamentary routine, and assert that they did little that might have caused the FRG to become ungovernable. In fact, Petra Kelly's idea of the "Anti-Party Party"-perhaps the most radical vision for Green politics in parliament-was quickly jettisoned by the Greens. Though Kelly continued to act in accordance with this notion, neither she nor her ideas gained much traction in parliament. Instead, it seems that the Greens succeeded in accomplish ing just the opposite. Rather than destabilizing the parliamentary order, their inclusion of extra-parliamentary protest was ultimately able to reinforce it, as Mende demonstrates. Their pre sence allowed citizens who had previously not identified with parliament to feel represented. 48 Their new approaches to a range of issues influenced the political agenda, changing the debate on topics from integration to social welfare, not to mention the environment. With time, as Edgar Wolfrum shows in Rot-Grün an der Macht, these same issues became central to the Schröder government's program and led to the Federal Republic's evolution into a more normal nation state in the 2000s. 49 It is, nonetheless, important to question this triumphalist narrative. First and foremost, the miniscule Green Bundestag delegation-28 of 520
deputies after the 1983 election; 44 of 519 after 1987-certainly cannot be credited with making such sweeping changes on its own. In fact, the Greens' aloof and poorly orchestrated 1990 Bundestag campaign only showed their talent for misunderstanding historical events and making themselves irrelevant. Conducted under the motto "Everyone is talking about reunification, but we're talking about the weather!" the Greens' postnational campaign failed to take seriously the emotional power of the popular desire for reunification. As a result, the Greens lost almost all of their seats in parliament and left themselves with little ability to shape the initial decisions of the reunified Federal Republic. In the eyes of many observers, this crisis raised serious questions about the Greens' future. 50 In fact, the Greens learned a great deal from the 1990 election debacle and determined to take a more professional approach to the 1994 campaign. Their efforts quickly paid off, as the party returned to its previous strength in 1994 (49 of 672 seats) and became junior partner to the SPD in the federal government as a result of the 1998 election. On the one hand, the Greens' "professionali zation" unleashed a torrent of criticisms from dissident members as well as scholarly pundits, alleging that the Greens had become an establish ment party like any other without any potential to change German society. 51 On the other, more sympathetic politicians and scholarly admirers celebrated this same transformation, arguing that the Greens succeeded in significantly changing German politics and society through their integration. Markovits's and Klaver's essay on the success of the "Green brand" is a particularly pithy version of this narrative. 52 While there is a clear divergence between these two camps on what the Greens have achieved until now, they seem to be agreed that the Greens have adapted themselves to liberal democracy to such an extent that there is no reason to suspect that they will strive for radical change and forge a wholly new, participatory democracy in the FRG.
Instead, one might even wonder whether the Greens' "new" approach to politics did not make an unwitting contribution to the political changes that ushered in neoliberalism throughout Europe, which purportedly have given rise to what Colin Crouch calls "post-democracy." As a small but diverse party concerned with a myriad of individual interests, the Greens helped to diminish the appeal of the SPD, the unified mass party of the working class and its trade unions. Their pursuit of a self-centered cultural individualism could be considered akin to the individualistic profit orientation of economic neoliberalism. In this regard, they seem evidence of Crouch's assertion that the diverse and heterogeneous classes and groups that comprise most of society are incapable of coming together in the name of a collec-tive, class-based interest as the working class once did. 53 It is in regard to their place in post-democracy that the Greens' emergence and early history is perhaps most informative. Understanding the extent to which the new party's formation was an improbable project, carried out by a diverse group of activists who were deeply committed to coalition politics and to liberal democracy helps us to see that there is potential for civic engagement and collective interest formation in contemporary societies.
Quite to the contrary, the Greens' own deployment of individual interests towards their environmental, democratic, and social goals may help to explain why the German reorientation of the 1980s remained more limited than the neoliberal shift in the Anglo-American public. Whereas in the United Kingdom and the United States Thatcherism and the Reagan Revolution radically transformed politics in the 1980s, Helmut Kohl's geistigmorali sche Wende (spiritual moral turn-around) did not change the Federal Republic to nearly the same extent. 54 Far from being a true "turnaround" for German society, Kohl's policies left the status quo largely intact, forcing the Red-Green government to take up issues like unemployment reform after his sixteen-year tenure in office ended in 1998. As they disagreed with those advocating neoliberal approaches to most policy issues, the Greens' rise and the changes to German society they helped to bring about can at most be associated with its milder German variant. Having helped to bring about a more moderate neoliberalism may not sound like a particularly proud achievement, but the Greens' role in politics and their larger goals help us to think about the potential for a more inclusive politics in a postdemocratic age. A final set of questions therefore concerns the Greens' contradictory role in the erosion or renewal of democracy.
The Challenge of Historicization
By placing the Greens into the political transformations of the last forty years, this collection intends to reinforce the historicization of green scholarship by raising important questions that have yet to be fully addressed. These issues concern several areas of interest. First, the Greens' relationship to the Left and the meaning of the new political forms that they promoted must be further studied. Second, and closely related to this first point, the role of Green politics as an ideological response to the end of "classical modernity" must be further explored. Third, the globalization of protest movements suggests that the internationalism of Green politics also ought to be analyzed more systematically. Finally, the success narrative that char-
acterizes many of the contributions to this volume must itself be questioned. Have the Greens truly "democratized German democracy?" In light of the copious recent works by political scientists that detail the dire state of contemporary democracy, this seems a particularly hard case to make. Yet, by returning to the Greens' origins in the 1970s, the essays included in this collection suggest that a historical perspective can tease out to what extent the Green project contributed to the emergence of "post-democracy" and to what extent the Green Party represents a potential means of conducting meaningful politics within a mass-democratic society. 55 Since the Greens tend to be considered "of the Left," questions about their place within that camp and their significance for leftwing politics are important subjects for further study as well. The research presented in this collection shows that the Greens' new approach to politics drew on a wide range of influences, many of which went beyond the traditional Left. More over, their recent maneuvering also suggests some potential affinity for a conservationist brand of conservatism, which can also be traced to their diverse roots. Nevertheless, the Green project of significantly changing society has to be considered as the possible replacement of the fragmented and confused Left of the post 1968 era. And yet, if by becoming more moderate the Greens have contributed to the normalization of the Federal Republic since reunification, then it may be time to start searching for the radical Left's heirs elsewhere. This debate is particularly important in light of the crisis of socialism that occurred in the past several decades. 56 If the Greens represent one dimension of that transformation of politics, then one must ask: what is the potential of such anti-ideological politics for further reform?
The controversy about the Greens' place within the Federal Republic raises another set of important questions about their relationship to classical modernity. In many ways the antinuclear protests from which the Greens emerged were also a rejection of the soulless character of modernization as represented by the machines and organizations of the second stage of the industrial revolution. Rejecting the dominance of the automobile, disliking the cement desert of skyscrapers and disparaging the material greed of capitalism, many Green activists sought to return to a simpler life and therefore went back to the countryside. Nevertheless, the Greens were also quick to embrace the Internet for the sake of organization and to develop technologies that would maximize renewable energy through solar and wind generation instead of consuming finite fossil fuels. Rather than ridiculing the Greens as a neoromantic, antimodernist impulse, scholars might want to think more seriously about their search for an "alternative modernity" that would not escape from but rather redirect the dynamic forces of high technology and capitalist competition into a more humane direction. 57 Due to the global nature of environmental concerns, the transnational connections between protest movements and green parties also should be analyzed further. Recent research has begun to explore the transnational connections of the generational revolt of the late 1960s. 58 But, the comparative dimension that was important for a number of early studies of the Greens as a European phenomenon, such as Kitschelt's Logics of Party Formation, has fallen by the wayside in most recent works. 59 Nonetheless, activists throughout Europe and beyond have frequently referenced the German Greens' very prominence as a driving force behind their own projects, particularly in their attempts to enter electoral politics. However, their conflicted relationship with East Germany, detailed in Regina Wick's new book on the Greens' Deutsch landpolitik, raises additional questions about the nature of their interna tiona lism, which appears to be more statist-and more accepting of established institutions-than one might think. 60 Thus, putting the German Greens into a transnational context is important for understanding the Greens' relationship to the globalization of anticapitalist protest since the 1970s.
Finally, the Greens' achievements in the field of democratization, the major focus of the present collection, must also be the subject of further study. The Green case offers an important new perspective on narratives of German history since 1945 that center on the FRG's "democra tization" or "liberalization." What does the rise of a grassroots movement that challenged established parliamentary praxis and promoted participatory democracy, but eventually became part of the political establishment tell us about the character of West German democracy? Differently put, is the "long march through the institutions" of grassroots activists-cum-Green politicians a story of democratic renewal, or of the disassembling of a workable parliamentary democracy in the name of individual interests? Contemporary criticisms of democratic praxis throughout the West raise the question of how institutions can be developed to reconcile the strong emotional commitment of a minority with the apathetic disinterest of an electoral majority? 61 The sudden rise of the Pirates and the Alternative for Germany as new parties might serve as evidence of a further unraveling of collective politics, or perhaps a sign that serious deficits remain in developing a new sense of cyber-democracy. These difficult questions will require further consideration of the meaning of democratic participation and its relationship to the Greens' environmental project in contemporary society.
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